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REMARKS 

Claims 15-20 are pending in the present application. Claims 15 and 18 are independent. 
By this reply, claims 1 and 3-14 have been canceled and claims 15, 16 and 18-20 have been 
amended. No new matter has been added. 

35 U.S.C. §§ 102 & 103 Rejections 

Claim 18 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Eguchi. 
Claims 15-17, 19 and 20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Eguchi in view of Iwafune et al. These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Independent claim 15 has been amended to recite, among other features, displaying a 
screen for prompting input of a user code for user authentication while receiving digital 
broadcasting, wherein the user code is inputted by the user in place of the user ID and the 
password, the user code containing one or more numerals and/or characters less than a number of 
numerals and/or character contained in the user ID and the password. Amended independent 
claim 1 8 includes similar features in a varying scope. 

The Office Action relies on Eguchi to state that Eguchi teaches receiving a user code 
input by the user for user authentication, wherein the user code is inputted by the user in place of 
the user ID and the password, the user code containing one or more numerals and/or characters 
less than a number of numerals and/or characters contained in the user ID and the password (see 
pages 3-5 of the Office Action). 

Eguchi discloses the electronic mail transmission, wherein the user who wants to send an 
electronic mail inputs his own code number (see Fig. 1(b) of Eguchi). Eguchi also teaches in 
Fig. 2(a) a user table Tl comprised of code numbers specifying the individual users who share 
the facsimile machine, user IDs, and their passwords, and network types used by the user. 
However, Eguchi does not disclose displaying a screen for prompting input of a code number for 
authentication while receiving digital broadcasting. Eguchi only discloses that when a user 
enters his or her code number, the CPI can obtain the user ID, password and network (see col. 7, 
lines 9-16 of Eguchi). Further, Eguchi does not disclose performing any process while receiving 
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digital broadcasting because Eguchi nowhere discloses receiving digital broadcasting. In 
addition, Iwafune et al. also fails to overcome the deficiencies of Eguchi and further does not 
disclose the user code containing one or more numerals and/or characters less than the number of 
numerals and/or characters contained in the user ID and the password. Therefore, it is 
respectfully submitted that the cited references fail to teach or suggest displaying a screen for 
prompting input of a user code for user authentication while receiving digital broadcasting, 
wherein the user code is inputted by the user in place of the user ID and the password, the user 
code containing one or more numerals and/or characters less than a number of numerals and/or 
character contained in the user ID and the password, as recited in amended independent claims 
15 and 18. 

Further, to rely on a reference under 35 U.S.C. 103, the prior art must be analogous to the 
applicant's field of endeavor. See M.P.E.P. 2141.01(a). "In order to rely on a reference as a 
basis for rejection of an applicant's invention, the reference must either be in the field of 
applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which 
the inventor was concerned." MPEP 2141.01(a) (citing In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 1446 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992)). Eguchi is related to an electronic mail transmission by a terminal that can save 
information regarding a user. On the contrary, the claimed invention is related to the user 
authentication in a digital broadcasting, and is not related to any electronic mail transmission. 
Because Eguchi is not an analogous art, it does not qualify as a proper reference for a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. §103, and thus could not be the proper basis for the rejection of the claims. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that amended independent claims 15 and 18, and 
each of the claims depending therefrom, are allowable. 
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Conclusion 



All of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly traversed, accommodated, or 
rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider all presently 
outstanding rejections and that they be withdrawn. It is believed that a full and complete response 
has been made to the outstanding Office Action, and as such, the present application is in condition 
for allowance. 

If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will expedite 
prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone Jun S. Ha, Registration No. 
58,508, at (703) 205-8000, in the Washington, D.C. area. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment is respectfully requested. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies, 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of time fees. 

Dated: August 25, 2009 Respectfully submitted, 



Esther H. Chong *" £5t) 
Registration No.: 40,953 
BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
81 10 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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